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STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. GERJUAN
RAINER TYUS

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 184 Conn. App. 669 (AC
40093), is granted, limited to the following issues:

“1. Did the Appellate Court correctly conclude that
the defendant’s right to confrontation was not violated
when the trial court allowed a substitute firearms exam-
iner to testify about the findings of the primary exam-
iner, who was unavailable to testify at trial?

“2. Pursuant to Carpenter v. United States, U.S.

, 138 S. Ct. 2206, 201 L. Ed. 2d 507 (2018), were the

defendant’s fourth amendment rights violated when the

police obtained the defendant’s cell phone records,

including his cell site location information, without a
warrant?

“3. Did the Appellate Court correctly conclude that
the trial court did not abuse its discretion in joining the
defendant’s case with that of his codefendant because
the evidence in both cases was cross admissible?

“4. Did the Appellate Court properly uphold the trial
court’s refusal to give a limiting instruction concerning
the firearms examiner’s testimony?”
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MULLINS, J., did not participate in the consideration
of or decision on this petition.

Pamela S. Nagy, assistant public defender, in support
of the petition.

Paul J. Narducci, senior assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided March 18, 2020

PAUL DOMBROWSKI ». CITY
OF NEW HAVEN ET AL.

The plaintiff’s petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court, 194 Conn. App. 739 (AC 40899),
is denied.

Christopher J. Petter, in support of the petition.

Decided March 18, 2020

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v». NOEL BERMUDEZ

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 195 Conn. App. 780 (AC
41864), is granted, limited to the following issues:

“1. Did the Appellate Court properly uphold the trial
court’s admission of evidence that the defendant was
a gang member and that the state’s chief witness was
relocated out of state after providing her statement to
the police inculpating the defendant?

“2. Did the Appellate Court correctly conclude that
the trial court’s erroneous preclusion of sexually
explicit letters the state’s chief witness wrote to the
defendant was harmless and that the trial court’s limita-
tion on the defendant’s cross-examination of her was
proper?
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“3. Did the Appellate Court properly uphold the trial
court’s rulings limiting the defendant’s cross-examina-
tion of the state’s chief witness on topics regarding
her credibility?”

Pamela S. Nagy, assistant public defender, in support
of the petition.

Timothy F. Costello, assistant state’s attorney, in
opposition.

Decided March 18, 2020

NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE, LLC v. ANNETTE
L. WASHINGTON ET AL.

The defendants’ petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court (AC 42819) is denied.

Annette L. Washington, self-represented, and Basil
Washington, self-represented, in support of the
petition.

Christopher J. Picard, in opposition.

Decided March 18, 2020

NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE, LLC v. ANNETTE
L. WASHINGTON ET AL.

The defendants’ petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court (AC 42819) is denied.

Anneltte L. Washington, self-represented, and Basil
Washington, self-represented, in support of the
petition.

Chyristopher J. Picard, in opposition.

Decided March 18, 2020
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U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS TRUSTEE
v. CAROL J. ROTHERMEL

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court (AC 43152) is granted, limited
to the following issues:

“1. Did the Appellate Court properly dismiss as moot
the defendant’s appeal from the trial court’s denial of a
motion to open the judgment of strict foreclosure, rais-
ing equitable grounds involving alleged misrepresen-
tations by the plaintiff relating to the strict foreclosure
proceedings, when the motion to open was filed by the
defendant one day after title vested in the plaintiff?

“2. If the answer to the first question is ‘no,’” did the
trial court properly deny the defendant’s motion to open
the judgment of strict foreclosure pursuant to General
Statutes § 49-15?”

Christopher G. Brown, in support of the petition.
Geraldine A. Cheverko, in opposition.

Decided March 18, 2020

FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSOCIATION
v. STEPHEN D. TROJAN ET AL.

The defendant Harold Ellis Beale, Jr.’s petition for
certification to appeal from the Appellate Court (AC
43645) is denied.

Harold Ellis Beale, Jv., self-represented, in support
of the petition.

Decided March 18, 2020



